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THE 
TRANSLATOR 


To the | 


READER. | 


Lhtit this and the laft Age have ſeen more Com 

= troverfie in Bricain, about the eniyins oe. | 
fet Forn's of Prayer, than all former Ages 4 
all the 1997 {d over; yet it could bardiy teen theught 1 
thet the Lords Prayer wonld heave rus the ſamt fate 
with Humane Compoſawrts. To obviat all le. 4; 
Objeftions againſt the xſe of this Pray®, is the * 
deſign efthis little Treatiſe, which was Originally 
writ in French byaLtarned Protefliant Minifher, who = 
bes librwile pabliſbed « Diſcourſe of Popular Errors, . 

ith great Ingenuity. It's ifxe, that tbr leqgrats © 
Deftor Hammond, Deftor Fulkner, Jleph Made '-þ 
and others bave ſaſfciently vindicated the uſing of © 
ſet Forms 3 but none bas with ſuch brevity, prrſpi» ©" 2 
exity and nervenſneſs afterted ow! Bleſſed Savio 4 
Form, 45 0&7 Author bas dont. it was well ſai 3 
by an eminent Aember Of the Welt-n.lnfier Aſenbly, | 
God ſorb'd thet ever 1 ſhould kogd' do#n to my... 
D:votrions, ard rife withour Gying the Lords 5 
fryer; Ard when ſome Liading Renoir gs bn x 
the Weſt of Scorland begun tacitly to diſaſt ity the © 
Generel Aſſemb'y wrote « Litter, charging HH 
with Innovation, and inirecting then (Urn ie” 

tr mind t So that this Navel Pr | 
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Dirk of & firmer M)terian, but rather an twice 


to the contrary. RR,” 1» 

As for this Traxflation, it was wadertahes 
the defire of one,whoſe command T TUdftT THR Cri 
ts diſodey; and if it ſhall bt any ways ſerviceah 
20 axdective well-meaning but Biſted perſons, or t 
confirm 8thers Tn their pious ſage, 1 ſhall thi 
Taboxr well beſtowed; but bowevt?, 148 aſſured the 
fewHears tmployed on this Take welt not wholly 
thrown away, 
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n The Utle of the 

7 KL02d's Pzayer; 

Ly Vindicated againſt the ObjeFions of 
volly Modern Innovators. 


| LV Vo in the Goſpel, of the Lanatick Per- 
ſon, that the unclean Spirie wherewith 


| he was poſſeft, did ſometimes caſt bim into the fire, 
ſometimes ints the water, theſe contrary ele» 
ment. Me think: there ts 4 great reſemblance of 
this in matrers of Religion; for it would ſeem thr 
the ſame evil Spirlt makes fr his work 0 drive 
men from one extreem of Superftirion fnro ano» 
ther, The Charch of Rewe in all her atty of De» 
vyotlon affc &s an eadlcfs Reperition of tbe Pater, 
Nofter, our of an opinion that the words them« 
{elvez,or the frequent reiteraring of them,'carries 
g/ome ſecret Ma Vertue In fr. Many now &+ 
ion, ſheaning the very words of cy Pro 
the very words rayer, 8s 
Stone of fumbling, and Rock of Offcoce. 
Otheni|vho dire nor be (o bold as wholly to cor» 
demn the uſe ofchis Prayer, yet ſtartle co repeat 
ic in thelr daily Devotions, and chaſe rather to 
piſs It over In filence. So that this Prayer bs in & 
menner banifked out of Familtes, and publick 
eriogs where ft uſed formerly to re-ſounds 
$ Light which was par up2o « Candleftick, to 
give light to thoſe that are in the Houle: is now 
Sbaried under « Buſhel, Ifkk were diſcarded 
zid afide ealy by Herericks,or profane W | 
we would tax chem with Irreligion and - 
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of our H. Saviour. wah: theſe oy ol _ 
themſelyes to be otherwiſe Orthodox Chriſtians, 
we are no whit aflonifhed at this Novelty 
formerly we.would have abborred it ® a pr oe 

ous 
4 Now to (late the queſtion aright ; we are not 
ſo wedded to the Letrer,as to condemn all other 
Forms of Prayer, of that we will not admit of 
other expreſſions. Bur other Prayers may be ſald, 
and this not left anſaid. It's a bold advecorure 


: dot 
to arrewpt che toral obliteraring of the —_ 
of ſuch a Prayer, A Prayer uſed hitherroin 2 be 


the Churches of God, Antient &Modern, through 
out the Uaiverſel World, A Prayer endlred by 
the Trernal Wiſdom, our ever bleſſed Mediator 
and Redeemer, who offers up our Prayers unto 
God, and is perfectly # red with all the 
ſecrets of the Fathers Breaſt. The mofifull and 
com five Form that can be deviſed, and 
which contains all the rezſonable Requeſts 


Prayer are admirable for a beautiful Symmerry; 
deg Meaſures, and exat Proportion : All s 
of Lumlnarics, which give mutual light to oy 

another. One Article calleth upon one 
Inge 


( © _ calls ro deep ) : Nay, theſe very 
tous Men upon Earth,and all the Angels io & 


who diſuſe It, muſtjconfeſs that all the 


$ , 
ven were FEES. = JT the like on'e; 
Did then our Bleſſed Saviour give us this Pray« 
er that we ſhould never ſay it at all? On the conz 
trary, he rells us, 4 Ou Father which 
art in Hraves, To this its Chriſt 
bids us prey thasy that is to ſay, tothis 
but not In the ſame words preciſely, Well, be 
iro / Bur whenhe ſays ( Lake 11. 2.) hes 
Jou pray, ſay, Orr Father which art in Heaven, 
does he forbid us to pray In theſe words-Becauſe 
be teaches us to ſay, Oz Father, fre. muſt we 
infer that we' ſhould not ſay it? Andich 
o.alledge, that If it were a Command, we 
uſe chat Prayer confiantly,and never (ay; another, 
This is all one as If you afficm, we are not 
commanded to prayto God, beceuſe the Apoſtle 
ſays, Prey always, 1 The, 5 17, As ifthe 
of thls were, that we ought to do no other 
at all bac pray to God, But ſuppoling ic be nor 
« Command, and that Chrift has noc 
us to ſay this Prayer always z nelther has he for» 
bldden us the frequent uſe thereof, far leſs dif 
charged us ever to ſay Ic at all. Ir (42 weak pre» 
tence, thac it is ſatficient ro expreſs our Savioars 
- meaning and intention in jthls Prayer, chough we 
repeat not hls very words, For muſt we ſuppreſs 
a his words In order to + his meaning : Or 
bly can we better expreſs Chrifts ſenile and meaniog, 
" than by uſing his own words. 
y* What can they then plauſibly obje& agaloft 
the ordinary uſe- of the Lords Prayer ? 
9 noubcch it muſt be 
ef Either lr 1s not lawful, 
od Or ic {s nor neceſſary, 
g&1 Or it s nor expedicor, 
Let us coufider theſe In order, bþ It unlawful: 
A3 t9- - 
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to (ey this Prayer ? This cannot be: for t 
ir were unlawful to read ft, nay we behoved 
r1Ze out theſe two Paſſages of Scriprure where 1r 
is ſet down, Mat.6, . Ir fign\fies nothing 
to ſay, many abuſe It 5s This Is the Argumen 
which owr Adverſaries adduce to hlader the cc 
mon people from reading the 'Bible, If the © 
himſelf,and his Ioferns! Agent In their Charme 
employ Sentences ont of the Palms and Goſpels 
fhould we wholly abflain from afing theſe Pal 
ſages? If ir be unlawful to urrer them ſuperfilel- 
ouſly, ſhall k be unlawfal to uſe thew devonrly ? 
And if we ire allowed in Prayer to ufe our own 
words, hal we be forbidden to employ our | 
ours words, which sre the Rule of ours. 

Tr is rhercfore lawful; Bur, fay they, ft is not 
neceflary. Suppoſe It be not —_— to ſay the 
Lords Prayer, Is it neceflary to let It alone? 1 
it be indifferent to ſay or not to ay ire, moſt 
for «matter of Iodifference bring In « divific 
In the Church, «fc& Novelty, break eftabil(h 
Order, and beget Scruples of Conſcience? E 
ſides, there are degrecs of Indifference, az wel 
«s of Neceſſry. Would lay, that the afing 
or ombring this Preyer, ks Inthe ſome Rank < 
Indiferency, un the earing of, or «bfaining from} * 
certain means? Surely that which minifers to 
Edify ing cannot be wholly Indiferent. Will the 
ſay, that our Saviours words tend not to Edifi 
cation? Albelt they dare not peficively owne th 
yet in«ffc& their Arguing amovnrs to no leſs; Fe 
they malatein, that fe bs not expedlenr to ſay the 
Lords Prayer : this is the very Hinge of the Dif 
pure, and Pirch of the Cootroverſie. 

Why then I; It nor expedicnt ro fay this Praye 
in the expreſs words of the Holy Jelus: Wha 

gre 


(s) 
great lnconvenlences as ariſe from thence? What 
prejudice ro God's Glory ? What hindefance 19 
1 Man's Szlvation ? What Rulne to the Churchny 


i Tdifice? 


wen this Riad they eledge. 
That we ſhould nor be confin'd ro words. 
That there 1s hazard of Idolizing the 7 by 
ſaying them fo ofren. 
That our taking heed to the Syllables, Mats the 
Spirit, and diverts the thoughts. 
That this frequent k the & the vain babllng 


condemned by our 

That this Prayer as nor Jatficlent!y rrulmerat 

| altour particular wants. 

Thar it ls differently worded by two Evangelifis, 
to fhew that we ſhould not take potice to the 
words wherein | |s compil'd. 


Thar the Apofiles themlelyez never male te 


many canno efay it, barts thelt chadeniny? 
hw warraphe ges every Man to beg lots 


glveneſs of his fins, ———_— 
girce bly Enemics. 
4 That it is not ſulreble ro « dying man, 
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od That Ir was fiever forended for a Prayer, bat 

— +4 Rule and Pattern of Devotion, 
Y, 

Thar in their dafly Prayers, they comipr :hend 
mce thereof,albelr In differen: ren Wardh 

"The Genital An/wer to theſt ObjrBfions::- . 1, 

© To all rhks,1 hal in the firſt place revarn.s 

beral Anſwer, which firlkes at the Root of 

of their ObjeRlons, 
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deny irs winds Oo ob Digeataicn, God 
cribed ſer Forms of Prayer, and other rell- 
glous ARions, ro be repeated word by word, 
Such was the form wherewlth the Priefts bleſſed 
the People, as you may read in the 16 of Nambers. 
Such was the form of Thankſgiving, appolated 
#« the Offering of the Firſt-frults, Deat.265. Such 
was the Prayer and Protefiation cxpreſly enjoy» 
ned thoſe that came to paythe Tiche of the third 
year, Dext. 26.Such alſo were the Forms of Prayer, 
which Moſes uſually (aid when the Ark went for- 
ward, and when it refied, Namb. 10. $5,36, Of 
the ſame narure was the Form of Prayers and 
Thankſgivings, which were daily ſang In the 
Church. For were not the Pſalms moſt part 
Prayers or Thankſgiviogs ? and were they not 

commonly (aid and ſung? , 

I fhall nor infift upon this, that each Company 
of Nagers, were expreſly ryed to certala Pſalens, 
is ro aTaik,which is clear from the Titles of theſe 
Plalms. The 92 Pſalm wasfang every Sabbath» 
day,as the Inſcription plainly Imporrs.-Now/con- 
fider, why would appoint Prayers, couched 
inVerſe,if it were not on purpoſe that theyſhould 

'be (aid verbatim? For it is well known, how diffi- 
cult it s ro change the words of a Line, that bs 
fertered in Poetick Nambers. Moreover, We have 
leveral Pſalms wherein God has appointed ev'a 
the obſcrvarion of the Letters of the Alphabere 
The 25 Pſalw, which bs a Prayer, as to the ſub» 
Nance, coincident wich the Lord's Prayer, begins 
almoſt every verſe according to the order of the 
Atbrew Alphabet. The 345 111,the 112, and the 
119 are of the ſame contrivance, eſpecially this 
laſt mentioned, in cach of irs Steozi's, anſwering 
eight timesto the number and order oftherwenty 
wa 
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wo Letters. It anke? God Intended this exs 
dient for a help to macs Memorles, that fo cv'n 
the moſt forgetful might ecafily rerain the words 
4 | ®f theſe holy Verſes, whoſe Initial Leners pro- 
> | ceeded Inan Alphaberical order. Would He 
7 then had them negle& the words, when he ors 
h dained the pundual rebearfing of every 
Letrer 2 To this I might add, tharſome 
” (a3 for infiance the 118 and the 1 34,) are penned 
Rs ngpe deprorn the ſizand Pecos 
+ This alternative Diſcourſe, con in re- 
communication of the one ! the 
, could nor be kept wp withour exat ob» 
lervation of the: words ' of their murual inters 


Beſides, In the Reformation of c>« Church 
that good King Her when the publick 
targy was to be re- the Levites were. + 
commanded to praiſe the Lord with the words of+ . ©: 
Devid and the Seer x that, ro lay et 7 
ſing the words of the Pſalms, 2 > 
Jr appears thac at the Celebration of 
Paſs.over, there was a ſet Hymn always made 
uſe of apon that (olemn occefion. our 
||bleſſed Lord himiclf, after he had car the *Pult» 
i |<, and was now preparing himſelf for death, 
d14 nor fiick ro fey It, and cauſed his - Diſciples 
» \bcar apart with him in the recital thereof, Mat, 
ya 
126. ver(. 39» 
If our modern Bigors, who condemn the uſe of 
ins the Lord's Prayer had liv'd in theſe dayedi habe 
he |a<cbey would have cenſured the of God 
the | preſcribing ſer Forms of , 2nd oblig- 
hls ing the Church to fay them word for word. 
iog _ » For the ſame Argamen's, they muſter up & 
zaloft che uſe c1 this Prayer, the (ame ince 
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nlences rhey find al, A, ſame fhifes and cevs- 
ſions whereby they decline the repeattog It ; All 
this might have been alledged gain} the Forms 
of Prayer of Bleffing znd,of Thankigiving which 
God impoled aus hls antient People. Con'd 
they not have faid, ther 


ir was not fir to be con- 


fin'd roche words of theſe Formalaries ? and 
that it was ſufficient to ſpeak to rhe (ame pur- 
? that the Spirk ſhould not be limited? thet 


expedient to ſuppreſs the uſe of them? "Tit « 
{ Zing rhing,that God Almighty did not for - 
thee Incenveniences. Ufirange thet theſe 
\ Perfons heve not a5 yer bald afide the finging of 

'» For if their Maxime hold weight, fr 
@ {11140 fg hem, 23 toſty the Lord's Prayer: 
If we muſt oor be ryed up to the words of this 
why ſhould we be tryed up ro the words 
Plalens ? If the Spirit fhould not be fiin- 
hit more filated by the words of ' this 

a Pſ; 
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7 
prayerh, cannot the ſinging of « Plalm Jum- 
diſcompoſe” chem roo ? If this projer 
not be (ald over and over agein, if It do 


FE 
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ſhould 


bot ſpecifie all occurrences, if chere is haztrd 
CTY ur rn int he Bll 
be fatd of zhy Plala whearſoever ? nay and mach 


firg many Palos which we are 
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Church, Ocz 
—_—— by ba i a 


There we have Petirions, Imprecation, Reafos 
pings, Cos which were divine in Devii's 
mouth, bur in _ = RC 
han the Lor or 
- vin the Grain with 


are 
ity Mf a Poer% brat 
mane 1 , and the work of « Poer ; 
ſo that ſuch a Compoſere,tho never (o excellent, 
is fn no wiſe (o divine as the Lord's Prayer : why 
' then fhal there be more ivconventence in 

the words of our Saviour, than in finging « 
mens Furthermore, fince in flead 
the Lord's Prayer, we judge it more proper 
have Forms of our own Compoſing, or extems 
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porary effafions ; why do we nor, Inſtead of rhe 
Palms, dayly compolc Hyman purely new to be 
ng in cheCharch Is it for want of PogtlckRap-» 
ures, that we are obliged to hoid by « conflent 
eno! of Plalms ? Now lf it be edifylng to ay 
| repeat them in thelr own roger terms, 
hy» not alſo rhe Lord's Prayer, which is the ab» 
1 of all che Prayers contained in the 
But heving ſald thas much in anſwer to 
| Doane in ret come now os extnier coch 
xchem in 


Obje. 1- They alledge in the firſt place, that 
ſhoald not confine our ſelves ro Words, 

Anſw. This Maxime taken univerſally, and 
thoer diſlloRion, is falſe, and of miſchievous 
plequence ; (or if It ſhould hold, we muſt re- 
Ft the reading of the 'Blble, for in reading 
reoly, we mutt keep cloſe to the Lerrer ; ry 

mu 
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SASSY 4 . + ONS a Ver- 
fion we maſt come as precilely near to the Orhs 
ginal as js poſſible, - A Paraphraſe is never (@ 
mach to be cruſted to, and the alteration of one 
word {omtimes alters the whole ſenſe. In ſacred 
Hiſtory, we muſt of neceſſcy retain the proper 
names of Places and Perſons. In the Law we are 
bound to take care of the leafi.jor, and the ſmal- 
left point. 

2, But the ObjeRtion is ambiguous 5 for if 
they mean, that we are not ſo tryed up to the 
words of this Prayer, as to be precluded from 
vſing all others 3 Thus far we arc both agreed. 
Bur if they mean, under prerence of this liberty, 
that we muſt negle& or lay afide this Form of 
Prayer,we beg leave to diſſent from them, For, 
becanſe Ghftift allows ws ro uſe our own expreſli- 
ons, muſt we bury hls? Becauſe our words are 
current, muſt we cry down theſe of the Holy 
Ghoſt 7 Nay on the other fide, ifours be good, 
how mach berter arc theſe, which he liaſclf 
has taught us ? ſo far ſhould we be fron ſbanning 
the lenguage of God, that en the contrary v 
ſhould do our utmoſt endeavour to make our 
ſelves famillarly acqualnted with Ir, And Iwifh 
to God, we were fo well verſed In ir, that we” 
could have ir always In our mouth ? 

Objeft. 2. But here we are allermed wht: 2 
grear danger; Thet by purting ſuch a value 
the words of this Prayer, It's to be feared we 
make an Idol of Ir, 

Anſw, 1. This bs really a irsnge Paradox, tat 
the words of this Prayer, which ceach us to fin 
Idolatry, ſhould be ſuſpeRed by uz as capableo 
betray us unto that io; For this Prayer rev» 
eth us to lnvocate only, Oar Father which i® 

H!aty 
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| 9 acide Kineton, Poor, od Glory ta 
mn alone, May not t as rationally con- 
| hors ths in hazard of Iſdolizing the 
>0ad Command menr, if we repeat It too often? 
Il me not make an"Idol of that Command 
ichforbids Idols ? Sore I am the Church of 

did not fall into 1dolarry, by roo frequent 
oy the words of that Commandmenr , 


by negſettinge — _ nay ex them 
her Caech and Meads which then 
In the Lalry's -- 
4 But may not one alſo rurn a Idolater of 
words of the Infticution in Baptiſm ? muſt we 
2 turn them out of doors likewiſe, to avold'1do- 
ry? And are not the words of Conſecration 
the Euchariſt, Hee oft corpus meam, lyable to 
e ſame peril? the eſt Idolatry in the 
orld is bortom'd on the ſpeaking theſe words 
funderfiood. Maft we then let them alone 
her ? or ſhould we not aſe them as oft 
we rehearſe the Inſtirution of the Lord's 
y I fall add forther, the foperſtiflous 
le an Idol of rhe name Jeboveb, telling het 
thereof, was able to work the 
_ Miracles,ln ſo much as to remove Moun- 
las ; now ſhould their Superſticion hinder us 
1 pronoancing the proper Name of God, or 
ft we every day _ a qt—_ 'Al 
hy, url Name too frequently 
ered, become an Idol ar the laft? 
3+ Moreover, there is the ſame hazard in 
r Prayer whatloever, which is pretend 
reference to the Lords Prayer. For —_ 
Idolize the words of a Form, though 
ly contrived ? Do not we know that men are 
rurally fend of od And muſt we then 
wholly 


' 12 } 
wholly refrain the LF of Prayer, to 
us entirely our of the reach of Idolatry 2 | 

Shjeft. 3. Now follows anocher” Obje&i 
which alms at the making Chriſt cootradift þ 
ſelf: For ( lay they) Chiift has condeaur 
ew þ Rennes ge But fo tr is,che 
of rd's Prayer by « perpetual Reperitlon, 

Anſw. 1. Conſult the 5 Che of $. aececions. 

, and following Verſes. There you. will find « 
Dlore preſcrib:d that Prayer, n binder -v 
Repcritions. But why you prey ( falth he ). 
wot 411% Refi titions but prey efter this manner, f 
Father, fc. And fhall we call that « valn Repe 
tlog, *hich Is given us as anAntidoce agaiaft 
Reperitions ? Would Chritt cure one Diſcaſe 
agnothcr of the ſame nature, or call out one D 
to bring In anoche; ? | 

2. Our Saviour doth not condemn all Rex 
titions,wirhogt exception 3 For he himfelf,w 
he was ia tis Bloody Agony reiterated the 
words thiice 1n one Erening, Father, if 35 
poſſuble, lit this Cup paſi from we, Mart. 27. 39, 
And In the (cif ſame Fiaim, ( wo wit the 136. ) 
very Vcriſe ends with this barden, For bis 
6&7 tndweth ſor twty., And theſe words are 
and cwenty rimes Geminared. 

g' What Keperljons then are forbidden? 
aarevaln, Now rhey ate yein, if we are of 
pinion that the multiplying of them has any 
tac and efficacy In it, They are vain alſo, if «| 
be vold of underſtanding, Faith, or AﬀeRic 
But the Repetition of one Prayer,animated w 
that fiduciery and fervent application of the 
rt to God (wherein the Life and Soul of Pra 
confifts ) can never be vain; £4 on the con! 
ry,4 Prayer defilrmte of thyt Spirit, will certa 


I 

be valo, td Oo reprared, and no 
pre. Befades, if 1 may renew the (ame thoughts 
hd formerly, Why may 1 not reſume them in 
ſame words, wherewlth they were forwer- 
eldathed ? Perhaps there is as much vanity in 
e mivatly reiterated fighs of ſoaje Modern 
ralots, as In the reiceratiog our Saviours Ex» 

flions. 
4. Again, 1 firange that theſe men pretend 
h arr averſeneſs ro Repetirions, ſince the moſt 
of their Devotlons arc built thereupon. A 
epetirion copfifis not only in ſaying over again 
ſame words, bur alfo in inculcaring che {awe 
ing, tho under various terms. Is fr not « Ree 
klfon, if one having named Dirt, ſhould a Merle 
call it Mirc? Or having mentioned a Sword, 
ſhould hnmediarly talk of a Rapler ? Arc nor 
Synonimies and Circumlocurions, where with 
Ir Prayers arc fiuffed, fo many Reperl- ico ? 
s-. Furthermore, it is obſervable, that the 
ſage objeRed ro us (Met. 6. 9.) doth not on- 
forbid vain Reperirions, bur alſo multirode of 
drds 7 Whyare not theſe people apprehenfive, 
t the Prolixiry of rhelr Prayers, which are 
0 equal In lengrh 1o'a Jong-winded Preacha 
z 1s a4 vain, as the (aYirg (he Lord's Prayer 
over ? Or bs the profifet:y of thefr Derori- 
more contrary to vain babling. than the bree 
y of this ? Peradventure, they'l pur the Que» 
on, How many tlaes a day, or in one hour, 


Ip we fav i? But this bs all one as if rh-y foold 


how often muſt we pray to God, Far we arc 
amanded to pray always ; nor that God res 
reth of os ao nnfocterrupicd aft of Devotion, 
it it ought nevertheleſs ro be frequent. Mores- 
er, the true Yalue of our Prayers conſifts In 
TOM B weight « 


_ - 


(14) 
welghr, a1 nor Io number, or in meaſure, 
0dj:A.4. Proceed we to the next Lxceprio 
which is So couched, The words of him} 
—_ ſhould accompany or follew his thoghe 
t during his pron, ro the Lord's Praye 
his good thoaghts will go aſtray, and bls 
will be —_— 


fland this Prayer a-11 

at this rate, Isbr 
thought io pr = than theſe which are wra 

+4 the words of this Form ? 

2+ It is calumnious, 1 had almoft ſaid blaſpt 
mous,to aflerc that they betray the Spirit ro w: 
drings and aberrations; whereas oh the oh 
fide, they guide and regulate ir. Can we 
our thoughts betcer, than g them in 
order chalked out by our d Saviour. 

4. It is falſe and abominable, ro ſay, that & 
words by which we receive rhe of 
divert and tarn afide the ſplrit of man. Fort 
Prayer is a portion of the Trangelick D 
that brering of Faith, by which we receive 
Holy Spirit, Gal. 3. 2 

4- Arc thele perſons fo repleniſhed with ge 

thoughts, chat having beſtowed whole hoars 
diſplaying their own Conception at their 
_ they cannot ſpend 4wo of three Miours 
Lord's Prayer. 

_ Bur if we muſt caſhier the words of t 
Prayer, on pretence that they do not - 
jomp right with the thoughts which may (x 
np in our mind fo the a@ of Prayer, I woulc 
auire at theſe Gentlemen, when any one of th 


Ke? 
Airs hls Gift fn publick, is be fare that all the 
oughts of hisHearers will hic exattly to a Halr- 
Wcadth with his or with the expreſ- 
*Þs be fiumbles upon # It. would be « difficulc 
$k for him ina throng Meerlog to find me out 
fingle man ſo perfeRtly concurring and uol- 
2 with him ; do pot then his Aaditors run the 
ze riſque to have their devout though:s diver- 
1 by his expreſſions, or is it more difiarbiog 
hear « Prayer of our Saviours difarlng, to 
ich we have prepared and adjuſted our 
pughts before hand, than to hear one of a Mans 
polure, whoſe thoughts out-run and ofren 

fle ours? 

Objeft, 5, And this may ſuffice to boor for « 
ply ro the next Allegation made by them; 
he Splric (& they ) ſhould be at liberty, and 
t pent up within the narrow bounds of «fors 


ulary, 
asl {. And muſt the ſpirit of man, In order 

Its freedom,be licentlous and irregular ? or is 

ſaying the Lord's Prayer an intollerable ſlaves 

? of hls mercy grant us always the liber- 

of ſaying Ir. p 

2. This Prayer is apparently hort In words, 

in (ubftance It bs of fo large extent #3 to com- 

hend Heaven and Earth, the preſcar Age * 

| all farure Generations. And are theſe men 

ſuch a vaſt and utlimited (pirtr, chat this cev+ ,; 
dt do thelr tarn ? | 
3- Or if ir be a captivity to hear the Lord's." _ 
ayer (ald, bs the ſpirit of the Hearers more ev | 
ralled by hearing our Saviors Proyer, than gl>, 
bg car to the « of a meer man .  _. 1 
05:8, 5. The next Objeftion we are amn- 
with,ls, The Lord's Prayct does not 

ro 


—  —__ — 


't ( is) 
© particulers z ft exprefies 0.7 need only In ge 
peril teimi; but they fhould, ay accafion r 
quires, be particularly and affc&lona:ly prefſe 
and Infilted 
Af. - Jn all sppearance, oor Anragonifts 
afraid God does not heer ther (officlently, 
les they t out with the Einger, and Dec 
pher by meal.all their perng wants. And ir 
deed, many inſtead of offering up Prayers t 
God, (ſeem rogive him Informarfoons, and th 
under pretext of belng particular, Severals al 
ſo peed we og de but vent thelr \mperriobje 
nency 3 others by mifſtake,inſtcad of an Treg: «1 
pray for « Scorpion. I grant it is ofren 
flary to be perticuler, but this requires great di 
cretfon, which fs not every mans talent. Gece h 
neral requeſts, ſuch as theſe of the Lord's PreyerBdar 
may be com unto Stars, which have Shcd | 
fixed ſear regnler motion. Bor when we of 
fer at things in Hypothefi, we deſcend Into | em 
ſecond Region of the Air, where all is turbule 
aod variable, and you hall mect "with 2 contiglleny 
neal jaſtling of Reafons, like Wares toſſed bIne 
contrary winds, | 
2, Befides if 8 man ſhould undertake to y wi 
tlon all the mercles needful or txpedicnc for bl 
he ſhould never come to a cloſe of praying. 


any pepees alive qr allegra requifi 
k 


--, ed 


4 


er to bis belng or well ? all the ki 
of remptations? all the depths. of Satan 7 all t 
own Iniquiries? who can andeſland bis errors Wh; 
(Pſ19.12.Jand moreover,a!l the neceffiries of ci 
Charch univerſal, and of every individual M 
Jopprieſ Preyere, and with wheoddypices 
Prayers, with what mcnt Wh in 
umend_;helr_lamencls ! addy we ; 


< ® oem -—_ _— — —_ 


qi 


ad 


"of 
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e recourſe to wy. + A ender which ol 
ticulars are NY comprehended, Ay 
Infiance, after having ſpec ficd luch and (wch 
and not being able to make # plenary eou- 
ratica of all others, muſt we 10; fay iD gene» 
, Forgive us our treſpaſits 1 Wherefore 1 retort 
Argument, fince It bs Impoſſible for us to 
ppile a Prayer including all particulars, we 
ft neceſſarily wake uſe of ane, whoſe gepera» 
k comprehenſive of all perdlealers, inngho 
le 


Object. 9. Bur, ſay they, we no where read 

t the Apofiles ever (aid this Prayer, 
af. 1. This reaſon is not at all conclufive. A 

SWaclve Argument 1s not to be drawn from 5c 
re In a matter of fat, which abſtrafs. from 
lamentals of Falcth. We do not find in the 
ed Hiſtory, that the 7ews obſcrved the year 
TJablle, one of the moft material polors In the 
emonla] Law z yer doubtleſs chey did celev 
te it, otherwiſe God vey hare Intalllbly 
lenged them for (uch « et, We 
not read that the Apoſtles beprize the 
me of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, as 
y were commifſionat to. do, ſhall we thence 
rr that they did not Baprize after this Form ? 
1 ſhould rarher argue thus, Chrift dilated 
Form of Prayer wnto them ; therefore they 
uſe It. Is it credible, that having defired & 
m of Prayer, and Chrift haviog didtue them 
"7 ; wad for word, they never made uſe of It 
r I this. 

<a And albeit had not,the Apoſtles were 
{ with « Spirit which direftrd them in 
nt = btogy rb - Bur dare we * 
Wend 19 ihat lplallible Spirit, which _ 


— . 


£8 
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verfach Prayers to us as it did to them? Are 
quifure, we do not trip, no more than they did, 
7 ther aato Marter or Form ? 

Objef. 8. In the next place, they azk us a Qu 
filon. This Prayer, ſay they, is ſet down 
two of the Evangelifis ( In the fixth of / 
and 11 of Laker, ) and that in different exp 
fions 3 and which is more, the one of theſe | 
Pen-men omits whar the other bas : How thi 
muſt we ſay it? wherher as ft iy worded by 
Matthew or $t Labe. All this clearly 
firars char our never Intended we the 
adhere to the words of this Prayer, 

Af. 1. 1f this Argament took place, in 
Celebration of the Lord's , we ought 
to uſe the words of # For they 
differently related fn four different Books of 
New Teſtament. $o that ove of the T 

In recording of them has omitted this Im 
tant clauſe, Ds this in remembrance of me. 
we then in this ny ones 
words. on prerence iverfiry, whic 
to be found in the Goſpels. St. Pax! did not 
derfiand it fo. When he ſhews the 
afrer what manner they ſhould celebrate 
Lord's Supper, he tells them, I received of 
Lord, that which 1 alſo delivered ants you, 
then he repeats the down-right words ſpok 
— Saviour at the Infiirutlon of that Sacram 

C#7, It, 

2. Itis « bad Inference; that we ſhe 
take voticeof the words, becanſe of the 
to be found In thew. On the __ 

the ſame thing in differets 
to oblerve them; 


"- 


(19) 
pure, for example, when one of the Tran» 
s Gays, Forgive as aur Debts, the other ex 
it by (ayiog, Forgive as eur ns... We 
EE Co —_—— 

Is the cholce fo Hiffcule to make; -or 
we caft away both, becauſe Chrift is the Au- 
of them both 

. As for that ET Footbiars that the 

ſion or Doxologlte { For t 3 
Nec. ) is lefr our by ene of che ad... 
anſwer is cafic, 1ts jaſt as if we ſhould argue, 

muft not celebrate the Eucharift becauſe one 

be TrangelMis ('ro wht St. Jobs ) {peaks tor 

Syllable on'r. It this Doxologle ts not ro be 
| io Sr. Labrnaſt ic be budled _s 

It It bs fer down bn St. Matthew 

ppon this account diſaſe this Prayer wholly, 
ugh It be recorded in both theſe E 

? There are (evera] Pſalms written on 
SubjeR, as 14 and 43 are colocident ; Yor 
is ſome paſſage in the one which is noe 

coker z and maſt ahty-hoch de fone = 


be Lore Proper ls, that + grol 6 p'l abide 

$ r r 4 

lleguentlal thereupon, In pray for 
ily bread. Now, fay they, put - calc « 
be going ro die, either gaſping upon « bed 
veſs, Or PEN @ wairtng the fatal 
ſhould we RN pertion for breed 

poſe ſhould he pray for « thing he no lon» 
ST mn as dl 
ro 


uf. Several things may be rep! 
lon: 1. 10 Fe Dy 
began 


a 
no 


— - Ae 


20 
ap by fock 200 afver 425 Of the, ir cc 
ver be uſed xt all: for theſe who are ia the 
do not know h 
next miour the night of death may ovet 
then: $o that this would  fnfer, Chriſt 
_— ro ak that, which we ought © 


z- As there is none who can promiſe} 
the coorinnarion of Hie foy one day, ſo oo 
can gil if charday ſhall be his-laſt, | How 
recover beyond all hope, when they are 
gates of death? Albeit then « men were c 
very brink of Krernicy, fince he knows nc 
time of hk; departure, ſhovid'he boldly rene 
hG dzily bread, and the Divine bounty wh 
the ſaarce of «ll his enjoyments, av if be 
ſured ir way no farther needful. 

. 4. When we for bread, \t is als 
ditlonally,kd caſe we have further need the 
in caſe our days be prolonged in the lmd 
| = ht 
oof is ir got rack 
] Hirbn?- + ;1 

4. It bs well known, that this Petition 
refirifted ro food alone 5 for when Imame 
I preſ all that ts neceffary to life, & 
Reſpiration, &:£. And may Inot ark theſe't 
for the time T have to live, tho it were | 
. fivgle moment, in order to the glorifying of 

$.Gramt he who i» etthe point of dearth 
not avy longer pray for his daily bread, | 
ther, hes he no more need to ſay, Forgive 
fins, and lead nt nt into temptation ? 

6. It is nor Chrifts fnreniion char 
fhould pray for bread to himſelf alone 


commands us to pray for it ty others, 


I ——— —_— 


=— 

_ 
FP, 

- E , 
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oc 


ZI as Fx or will nor 
. = 


bread for Himſelf 
ro aK4c for ach « a5 ro 
5. And lafily, Recoake expiring ſick men, or 


| mn nn no 
t I 
| rom prey for it ?' the ſame reaien 
A Ui ah 
Obie. 10. May alſo ſerople th fay the Lord's 
cr, becauſe lrobliges rhem ro fey, they for» 
them that (if zgeiaſt cher, Now+4 men hes 
always 8d torention to- forgive.” This ir a 
ble Pterex:t* Por'll | ehrertela vindiftive 
gh, with whar coafidence ceo 7 fay that | 
Ive? Do 1 not melee my (eff mach inore guil- 
dy ſo ſpeaking ? For why, this Clauſe cooratns 
Imprecetion I make ageinft wy felf, vir. if 1 
not pardon, dang eee pohregy Pur 
nc co this, many whoſe ofbee leads 
y in publick, «bAaln from this Priyer 
y of their Hearers who joys in Preyer 
mn ſhould be found me Sb 
1. Mach ar by thy - AT 
Queſlion, wherthef or no 2 man who fees in 
(elf any rifings of barred and revenge ſhould 
ad the uſe of the "Lord's Prayer on this 
i, Tey, if he carter foy chis Prayer,” nebs 
rnd yogi ene $o- that +6 
1 a man the '* Prayet Ypen” ac» | 
vr, is ro prohfblte him the exerciſe of Pray- ©, 


= 8 = 
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bie to lay, that he forgives his epemles,' fc 
if he do not (ay it in theic exprets wogdy,. be 
do it upon the matter. Beſides, can he 
up any Prayer whihour begging forgivent 
bls fas? And Ginea-chet, locgiveneſdls por 
him ovly on condition that he forgive-os 
can he (eek or expett it 00 another ſcore 
if you ſorgive n#t wen thidr treſpaſſes, neither 
Jour Father forgive yout i11jpoſins, \Mary 6 
Nay, he cannet ask any ng elſe. of 
he be not ready to forgive. . if he blog | 


to the Altar, he maſt firſt be reconciled 
Brother, otherwiſc all bis ofteciogs and, | 
lupplications arc of no value.. Add, here 
that Do men can «hyp Prayer without 


refti t he is w 19 obey God 5 For 
me befeech God to grant uw our will, we 
we wi'l obey his. Now It is an Ardcle 


will of God, that we forgive theſe who loj 

I ſay theo, if Rencour aod Malice hinder. 
from laying the Lord's Prayer, the (ame 
will juflific « total Ceſſation from Prayers 
what is the nataral rendency of theſ® mcry 
nion : Fortheir Argument not only firikes 


Lords Prayer, but allo at all theſe which F; 


themſelves are wont to concrbve, 
2. Now let us confider the pretended bit 
rances : That man, ſay they, who ln ficad c 
giving, burns with revenge, whoſe (oul is 
ly plunged in Gall, «nd filled with imp 
wrath, can ſuch a man (ay the Lord's P 
To this 1 Anſwer, the. Queſtion io hand 
thoſe, who'z:c entirely poſicfied 
a Spirit Ravenge, and who have no defi 
abate of their Malice :' By: the Debate is 
cerning ſuch @3 throngh'iofiemiry find ic/y 


HEAT HInanns.. 2, 
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drgive, and tas Nemleſren the fl:(h wat- 
apzloft the Splirft;” IC rhen 1 be In theſe 
mfizoces, can I ſay, Forgive me wy fins, 
I find difficulty to fay, that I forgive them 
fin aq4inft me. T anſwer again 3 among the 
Loy pardon for, 1 bes - Fe b, hes 

I Sor oY | pardon for t 
i he for me 0 grant pardon, 
LM. for As:v, that may eveble me ro 
$o that, the meaning of this Clauſe fhor- 
| Y this Forgive me,” as [ pray thou would 
ar me grace to he #ble to forgive. Can any 
4 a this ? Nay, is oor every Chriftt- 
dbl aha k (@ ? And ith; tono purpaſe 

4 k 


Jr py ox ke who nqcly deſires 
fey o ore For be began to forglve, 
if this forgiveneh proceed only from z heart 
Aly zppeaſed, Thaſl we abſiain from pray» 
7d we riye, + ſe&lon 2 Till, we 

oe , that bs, cill we 


ye he Low (14, Gppoſe 
ly oofawful to fey this Pra 
) 1s for the leaf? prayock'd wh 
efore diſcharged to. ſay it, when 


& of anger w 
you thro Phe 
Te 


C 2 

prays in publick, ro %. 2. himſelf 
to the malice of mien, than to the ptelciiy 
our bleſſed Savicur? | 

Objea. 11. Further yet, they plead for 
excuſe, that they comprehend the (ubſtar 
the Lord's Prayer in thelr uſual Devotions, | 
they Paraphraſe ſt, wbich is all one upon 
rer, albeſr they have not the ſame expreff 

Al. 1. Ar this rate, they ſay got 
We jorgive them that fis againfl x35, but the 
it upon rthe- marter : Now is there any 
inconvenience to ſay It in Chriſty very 
than to lay It In <quivalent terms ?- and (@ 
through all the reſt of the Lords Prayer 
_ they omonindge, we ought,-ra ox 
ts whole meaning, we-not n 
of ir Nikewiſe? 49s " . 

2- On the contrary, when there b a | 
abonr the commenting on a paſſage, it 


repeated werbatim, that we may (ce If the 

phraſe quadrat with the Texr. - Since the 

prapheate ry dy ; mn i 
got repeat it, that we ve Na | 


praſe be agreeable to our Savioary ; 
2+. But «gain, are thelr Patiphtcal "WW: 

ſame welght with our Saviours exprefbior 

« Paraphraſe on Scriprure equally authe 

with the Holy Scripture It ſelf? The we 

the Lord's Prayer are Canovical, for the 

portion of Sacred Writ. Bur theſe peof 

- » ot aver, that their Prayers, or «> 
them are Canonical. 
mine Com 


in Afs both az c6 watrer = 
Feeſion? W/by then doe ae pur @ oe 


adgme tr, yes they 
rr the (ame 


ep, It objeRed, That 47 his 
we (beuld uſe no other Prayer but #r;'.v#t 
is juſt as one ſhould lay, jr"is-cor lawful ro 
>und the Scripture, becauſe our | 
nterpretations are by no meads 
jprure Jt ſelf, We: may: pdraphrate 4 


_<xiF< by quher-grayacys, \ but: wears w8 


Pine 
iy ps wel 
{IÞ1j:4. i2, 1 come now 40 thelr left Objefti- 
Ml vhercin they fancy they diſcover 
_ The words of this 
e dined for 2 pare of 
uled as a Prayer, thay 1 were: 
Rory, nor for a fer b] 
- This is | 
,and a filly evaſion. ., Cannor theſe 
ha Prayer, atd, 
ſerve for a 


Pg 


this wr monty, we og oe 
[ abfire&t of all orher Pr 
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